HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVES
the lack of powerful movement in English thought,
especially thought about Russia, is a natural reflection
of the peculiar confusion of English historical per-
spectives. The social implication of this confusion is
that historical changes, in this island, have been com-
paratively incomplete.  Medieval Feudalism, the atti-
tude of the Renaissance aristocracy, the conservative-
liberalism of nineteenth-century capitalism, and the
new universalism of communism, each of these phases
succeeds its predecessor but partially. In England, for
a multitude of reasons, there is never a clean slate. The
mop of bloody revolution has never erased completely
the diagram of the past, those of the present are never
altogether clear, and those of the future are not con-
sciously anticipated.   The discovery of a dominant
attitude at any phase of English history involves a
greater amount of careful abstraction fhan the discovery
of the corresponding attitude in another land. There
is ideological confusion elsewhere, but much less of it.
America, for instance, is almost entirely a product of
the nineteenth-century ideas. Nominalism and capital-
ism, therefore, in their late or bourgeois stage, are uni-
versal and almost undiluted in the United States. It is
for this reason that most middle-class Americans have
very similar views about Russian collectivism. In the
Old Russia, similarly, authoritarian universalism, as in
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